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STfa^FTT 

Tpflf, 6 2006 

R. ^HM^/ 34/2005- 41i(^</)»ft ^.—^TTR srfVfWT, 1963 (1963 R7T 38) RTt RRT 48 5RT TO 

Rtf Wfa\ Rtftft igtr FFTWT RHH sn^rrjFR ^fSRT 3T1^ % 

pf wm 11 

H?I4tH y^' *TftR><u| 

Ml-H^il R. <^RHM'fl/34/2005-vn «Hel«fl ntf 
3TT^?T 

( RUMi, 2005 % 27^T Rtf HiRa 1*><a\ tftfT) 


W 5TI%FjWf % ^ effitfel fe('(*|^6 R> tfxTR RTTR $ Rf# RF&tf? efff tf d 

^ 3Ttf% 9RTd-f) R> fo!R cj7[ tfTtf f^RTcf ^ Relief) 6 2005 efft 3 tR?T RfftcF fcf>RT #1 RF 3fiR?T RIRT ^ 

RtfTR? 21 3}R^R?,2005 efi SfRrejpF RiRT RRT RTl 

2. RRR 3TRr R> ^ R?f R> RTtf # cbfrtfR RRttRf R> fcU? 3?tf^R %R7 tl 

^dlel^K’d £RT 5R^cT fa^Rtf 3?k RRW FRTR ^ f^RT RRT t > 

(i) 3t^Rd R# R> RTtf R?1 3.4 $ f? ¥ttf^T R> RRc^R R? tfT 3#fM cF^HVi R> fcTR 

tJIC^eQ> ERR cTtfTtfT f^mtfeT %RT RRT tl RRTR 3 R^jM cF^RT R> feHJ <7^f Rffe R? 

^if 4 ^ snf^M <£ for? me^od> err *ft jpj 

C^RT R> felR Mf^T R? FT RF£ Ft RTTqri ^RfcR, RFt RRPR ^Tcft cf£r# R> fcT? STJRtfoT 
^R 3TRR ^ Cf^# <$ fcPT cfv^ RR 3T^R fcf>?TT %\ 

f^m ; 

R5T RH MWlRd ^ ^cRT: ^3MRt ^ rHT 3RRTRT RT, RF 

mRcfrRJT WWlRd ^eR> ^T% c^t '-fftibH ^ ftn? TPR RT, cpff1% 5fRFT c£\ 

^RT3Tt ^ RR4 3 3Tf$R> 3ITRR ^ RR H^TTR f^T ^ RTl 
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(ll) 


m 


fttftFM ft Ft ft fh ft ^rrtrM Ft ff^ft ft fftR Ft F>ftdv ft 
ft Itffts ftt fi crsjrf^r, ff srftrM Met 4)ftdtr ft fenr cn^ ft ft #t 

FTFT STFdlt WT 3TTft5M4tReT t FIHM eft fR F>ft?T ft feTR FTFlfftr TFt| 
feTR WS^eFT FT MW lift d Ft t, FT 7 ^ ftftF T^TF ft F? vJe^TT Riff: fftFT t 

feTR tl m fft wwiffti w ftft y^ifftd Fft ft Mt ft 

FT! . 


fft 

3T?tr 


cTF£ FT FT FTF?JeF> 
ti Tftftfttft FF FR[oF> 
FT STI^tM F>ft?Tft 
F? Ft fR FRftTT ft 
FT^Flfftl fftFT TFT 


FTT TTFFT, ftTTT StTTT TT^t fftFT TFT t, STftftttt Met FFft^ft Ft ftt Ft FvftFT ft 


feTR eTFJ FT 3TFT FTTFT tt?T, ft 3TFfftt? tl 3TTtfttttftfReT IRT ftt^ftttt Met 
Fftfe FFft ftT TTTFFF Met FFftTT ft feTR FT ftftfftr FRt ft feTR 
3TTFWT ft FFT ftiT ftT MftcWlft ft ft eTTFTfft? ftFTTl ?ft SFH ft TMT 
TftFTTT fftFT FTTFT tl 3Tftftft Met FrftdT ft feTR Fif fttfe FRt ^R Mftftttt 
ft^FT fttfe ft FTffftft (FTT §3TT FF^FT) ft TW ft Ttftfft ft RFlftt tl 


FftFT ft feTR ^FF) 
SRFTfftcT TrftFF RF 
|R, TTFlfft ftftTF? 
FftFT ft ftftft 


FT^ftRd Fft ft FFT Ft SFffjftt 2 ft FF TTMTT (iii) ft TTTFFF STFftft FlftT 
FftFT ftFTF RFlft ft FTTctF fftft 3ft, FTTetF Tft 3ft 3TFFT ftTTft 
ft? ft I"ft, ftfft TTFF-TTFF FT ItR'M fftFT MIR, eJKI FMTT F>T 

FTTeftF TFR ft FRt ft ftftft Ref) MTFFFT ftftftd fftFT FFT tl 


ft TF ft ReF?fftd 
FT fftftt ftt TTTFft 
|FT FT FTTFTfftT TTFeJeF 


ft 


3TTtfttttftReT ft F°f? fftFT t tft Flftjft ft fftftt ^FT ft ft ReftF> tft ft 
Ff^Ffft tftft tl ?Tfft tfft fftFT t fft TftFT ^eF? FT? ft SFTTF ttft ft ^ tt 
ftt Fft FTcft fftftt igFT FlftftF ft 3Tfftgfft F>TFT tl fftF^/3FFRT TT^ 
fttFFT fftFT FfTFTT t, ftffft F? FTTFftt tTTTT t, F?ef ft OT ^FT t ftr 
FFTITftF) ft FFTcTT tl > . 

^fft, F>TTFTT FFTcT TftT^eFT STIFkTF ft fftR ?TT FT FT F?ft ft 3T^FTeTF FTT 
^eFFfft F^eFT Fft Ft FlfttF T^FR ft Ff^ft? ft feTR fttFT^eF) 3TfftjfftT 

feTR ^T^fttFF 5TFFT FTTft FF FTftF IftFT tl 


v\lrN 

ftFFT 


T!T 

Ft 


ffttF^F : 

tfeTT ’JeFFfftcT F^eF> Ft TFR ft ^SF ft FftftftcT FTTft ft FFtFRlft fttajeFT 


FT Ft 3TFFlft ft ft FT ?FTft ft 3TTftRT TR5TT ftRRftt/4/98-ftfftTj fftTTFT 30 
TTF ft ftFR fftFT FFT tl FWfft fftftt ftftdefr ft TJTT TTFF FfW? ft 
Ft 3TFFTFT FT?T, fftr ftt ^ftfft F^TFrlft ft feTR OTfttfftT FWlftt FfftcT 
FTTfttF fftrft fF> ( FTTfttF T^F #FT 3TFFT FTlft TT?ftfftft FT 3T^T fftftt TTT3 


FTF 


ftrft 


TTFF-TPTF FT tftfft^T fftFT FfTR, ?TF sftftSjfftcT FTFTN FTF FT ft 3TTFTT FT FT^dt|T 
Ft STFFTft ftt ftt I F? RTFFTF TTFH TW ft Tlftt fttT Iftftt 

RT TBT tl 


ftfttfftT F^W fft^TTfftftftf FTT 2.19.1 TTftt ftfeR RcFFfft? F^e^ Ft ?1 
FTTeftF fftrft ftf), FTTfttF T%F #F) 3TFFT TJTfft TT^Ftfftft 3TFFT 3RF fftftt 
TTFF TTFF FT fftfftF fftFT FfTR, FRT STfftqf^TF FTFTTT FTF FT FT ^Tfft TTF^F 
ft RTF FT^cT FRt ftt 3TtSTT FTTcTT tl 


^fft, ?TT ftFF ft fftftt ftTrfttTT t 3#T F? FTFt fR ftt fft ?ft Ffftt 3EF 
TTFTF TnF ft FFFtf^F fftFT RT TBT t, FTTfeTR cTTeFFfeTFT FTFft ft, STfftftftHtRft 


ft TTTFFFF: ^t^F fft^TF ft fftTte ftt ftt ftft 3TFTFRF Ffft^Tft TTFEF 


Rlt ^R, FltFcft ft FFftFTTft fttFT ^eF? ftt FT 3TFFTt ft fftR 3TTtfttftttRR 
fftFT Midi! 


;-FF FT fttT FTTt ^R 

fftftt Fftt ft 3T^FToR 

|FTF FTTT cZTTRcR ttf ft 
FF-FS ft TTFftRT 


t, irrfeTR ?rrt ftcR 

t FF 3T^FTeTF FRt ft 


FRT 3TftTjfftcT ffttFF 
3TFTF, 2001 ft fftJvRT 
FFTTRTft “fttFI^eFT Fft’ 
T ReFFf% FFTT Ft 

ft fftt, ftrrr 

"FFR ft nltdtd FRt 
ftt deft FRT eTTR fftFT 


TftT 


ft TnF ft FFlft Ft 
ft Ift, ftrrr 

fiTTTfttF TnFR ft dRdtd 


TTWTft 


H^xldl /ftftt FfftTft FRT 
ft FTReT ft ffttF ^F 
Ftr trfttl ?ft «TR ft 

FF 3TRftF TftFFT Ftt 
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(iii) 2 >H!H!-a <4 3T#T MI (viii) <4 3T^TN Wit cf4r/ 3$ 3TTcJR <4 r4rI <4 

SRoH <4 wt 4 3TRjtT 3.1 -“4^ s4r 5PTR” 3T^4 3.2 - ‘Rp4r 5TSW <4 foR 

RR" 4 ftwfftr RF£ W RTR R 25% cf4 R R sftf4*R cPTM RTRT tffiT tl 

rt 4 arjtg f^qr t1% ^Rdicb wit r4r/ct 4 srrw <4 w^rt <4 foR 25 % tff*m 3.3 
4 MftcT Wi^dH TTHR tdUNUf cR^r# <4 foR 4t c^f^IT WTT ^Tft^l 

ft?4RT: 

tf?4f4d RJoP Rfllft& l WR) W^Rt <4 Wot 3 5TRRT W R 25% #4RT ePTT^ OT^TfcT 

44 #1 cRIlft, t4tf4cT RJoP fonftM 4 ^ 3TRR 4> cf^4 <4 44*1 4 STRoR R1R 4 tftftw 
ePTT4 ^ 3T4 4 c£R? 4t ^TctR? f4RTT WT tl 

fV f4tt ^f4w 3TTRt?4 4 ff4d frRT t ft? 3% 3W <4 cR 5<RoH w4 4 ¥fA, 
f4?R f^RR ctft 3M?W 3Tlf4 ^ M 4 Wc4 3% 3IWR 4t WI RTW WPR <4 W6^H 4t <pRTT 
4 df4R<KT MRI Jfllftol ttcfT tl RT cR2T 4t w4 fR ; RT 3T[f4RRT 4 f4?TK3T cr4r ePWd 5fTf4e 
fcHf44f 44 rr RrhoT cRt'ioti foift4s 3fR 4-i"4 w4r cf4*id fo444^ t4 3 tr f44t cf4dctl <4 
w4 4 WW WR4r <4 foR RF£ RR 4 3T^?R 3% 3RPR 4 WRt 4 foR WF'Md TPR 4 

25% cR 3ftf4w f^RTT tl 3RT fatt ^RNcft R UW ftlf4 4t 4^4 T|? WW WitW4=|4 

RJT W tt SIRR 4 WF# 4 y@RR 4 foR 4t <M!^4)4l^ei 4 W6«H W R 25% 4tf4w 
f^Rrr w srrl 

4 ^dxIHIch 3fR ?% 3TTW ^ ^ MtdidRi ^ foR 4t 5fRoR 5THR 4 

25% !Jlf4w M ?nf4R W ftoRft Rt?frf^RT w4 ^T 5RW f^RJT tl ^TT 3TT^M4tRI 
gR[ Rtt 4f4cT fcTRTT W t, Rr?ftf^rcT RJod? 4 ^IcRR^ ^4 ^ 5TRoH $> foR 5ftf4w 

ePTPTT |4?4f4d f^RTT WT t, f^Ft 44 ^-cH 4 ^r4t 4f&R4 4) foR RR f^RTT RRT tl ^f4>, 4RT 
4tf4w W 3T2RT 3TRR ^ 0^4i4 ^ RFTPR dldld/Plillcl R eHINI RTcTT t ; ^TtoR 

yldiRR ct w4 4 4t 44t 44t h j ihi ^dif^cn ^tf tt rwtI ft sw 4 ri4 wp w4 

RtRt/^% 3IRR ^ wft cf4rI ^ wt 4 Mftl HOT MR R 4tf4w eprrt ^ rtRrtt^ 
fRpjft 4 4ttTTRR r4r ^ foR f4f^cT SRoR MR t t414?r 3RRj4t 3.3 yilf4d ^r 4 ^ foR 
RdTftcf ttWR dM^cKI RTMT RTcTT t sfR f^foR ^4RR f^RTT RRTT tl 

(iv) 31^-41 3.6 ^4 4^1 ftRoft 6 4 Rot^T f^RT W t f4? ^3oRW) w4r t foR Wf4oT Rt? ^ 
3I#R Wl wm 25% df4p trRTl RT4 3TTPR t ch^Rt R 4t 25% ^IclfRof olft ^4 3RtcT 
44 'pt 3t^R ftRrr t mR dd^iN 4f^i f4Mt ^4 t?M4oi ^r4 crt f4rr tl 

14^cTrt : 

tttfe y^c<h f4?nf44?4 4 ^4 r r 4^srr mr 4 25 % 4tf4w ^4 44t f4^1Rd ^4 'Rt 

t, R^ Rf 3RW RIoT t w4 4 4tR tl Rf UwRI PRT RMT t % ft^Rfl RRtR 
d l 4nd rr4r ftrf44§'t wt 4 3 tr4r 4 144rt f4^u sn 1% 3 mrrt4 w4r rtrrt rr4r 

r 4 3i4sn r rr4 r 3if4Rcw rih 44 t afR rtIoR fR4 Rt 3 rr rt4 rr4r 4 ^ foR rp^ 
4^RR MR R 300% <4 4tf4w CRT R?TR f4MR SITl RRf4cT 4tf4w RT 3flf4RT 44 ^ foR 14 r 4 
wici ^44 ^4 R^rftrft 4 Mk ^ w4 ^ 4t % 4 rt 5414w orj mr4s ct4*ioi'l 4ti4^pf 4 
ftwfftr ^r# f4pJT rit sit 3fk ^ tt t?frf4cT y^jRR f4?nf444f 4 rr4 ^t 4 4 Rot^ f4prr wt t, ri 

Rlf4cfRR. 4 WcRTRT t foR f4?4ftl RR 4j 3T^WT 3TTW ^ToT ^v4r <4 MSRR t foR 

25%. cRT 4tf4RT 3 Tf4 rf 4 c T f4MJT tl ftt ST^TOT t 3RTR R W RTf^RRR STTtttttRT gRT Rd44cT 
4^4Rf Pt >d4cR[y PRoR t 3fR fRT ^TRI ^STRRTcR ^p4r 4> foR cTT 7 ^ 4^RR MR R 25% 4tf^RPT 
3RcFR c|Tol cptRT R 4t RT 7 ^ WolT tl 
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(ii) 2 - cfr fenioft ^gjj (viU) ^ PlMlolRsJd SRI HfcH«llftd $m uHtJ : 

“(viii) wtf ^leT <£ fcixj sFpffi 3.1, arjRjrft 3.2 3tk 

3.3 4 oTFj; W PR R? 25% RR oTRFR vjfTTFTTl” 

(iii) 3.6 ^rereqnmre «fr wfrr *fogsr feMt 6 gft ftHfofed srt ftmr rttr : 

“(6) WWW 3P&TC 3fk 3% 3TWR 3TeT RR^RTR £ fcT? yw ^R 7^ 3^7 ^Rf^cT T^3 cfr 

25%3T$W ^FTTl” 

(iv) 3f^4i 3.6 ’RSTWT PR * ntvfldl *R2IT 5 3>t ftwfolftad SRI RfcTwrftH fcfczn RRR : 

“(5) RTTR ?RT 3T3fa, f^RTR) 3TI^tM^ h 41«MI ^ 3FJ^T W Rr^R- ^/W! cf>^ ^ 

f^lfcT 3 3# t, <£ fcF? STfuRT Rf #TTl” 

TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 

NOTIFICATION I: 

Mumbai, the 6th January, 2006 

No. TAMP/34/2005-IGTPL. —In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 48 of the Major 
Port Trusts Act, 1963 {38 of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby amends the Scale of 
Rates of India Gateway Terminal Private Limited as in the Order appended hereto. 

TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 

Case No. TAMP/34/2005-1GTPL 

ORDER 

(Passed on this 27th day of December, 2005) 

This Authority has passed an Order on 6 October 2005 fixing the Scale of Rates of 
the India Gateway Terminal Limited (IGTPL) for its operations at the Rajiv Gandhi Container Terminal 
in Cochin Port Trust. This Order was notified in the Gazette of India on 21 October 2005. 

2. With reference to the said Order, the IGTPL has requested for certain amendrrtertts in 

its Scale of Rates (SOR). The submissions, made by the IGTPL and our analysis thereon ate given 
below. 

(r). Schedule 3.4 of the approved SOR prescribes levy of wharfage charge for I CD 
containers at the rate equivalent to laden containers. No specific rate is, however, 
prescribed for ICD empty containers. As a result, wharfage charges for ICD empty 
containers will also become applicable at the rate prescribed for laden containers. It 
has, therefore, requested to specify the rate for ICD empty containers separately at 
the level approved for normal empty containers. 

Analysis: 

The IGTPL had basically adopted the tariff structure of the COPT while proposing its 
SOR. This Authority was constrained to accept the proposed tariff structure since 
IGTPL was not in a position to propose the rates on a more scientific basis with 
reference to cost for services provided. 

The SOR of COPT specifies wharfage rate for ICD laden container at the rate 
applicable for normal laden container, ft is, however, silent on the rate applicable for 
ICD empty containers. While adopting the tariff structure of the COPT, the IGTPL 
has proposed the wharfage rate for ICD container at the level proposed for normal 
laden container but has not mentioned specifically that it is for a laden container. The 
same structure as proposed by the IGTPL was approved subject to the moderation in 
the rates proposed. 

<5-3 
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Thus as rightly pointed out by the IGTPL, the /CD empty container 
pay the rate applicable for laden container which is Unintended, 
proposed by the IGTPL to make a separate entry for tCD emj 
prescribe the rate as applicable for normal empty contalppr will rem 
and also benefit the users. That being so, the propdeed mocHffct 
While inserting anew entry for ICD empty container, thqExisting en 
container is also modified as ICD (Laden container). 


Item No (iii) in Schedule 2 - General, of the approver 
relating to conversion of container-related charges deno 
equivalent Indian Rupees bated on the market buying 
Bank of India, State Bank of India or its associated or ai 
as maybe specified from timelto time. 

The IGTPL has stated that [ Conversion rates change 
fluctuation In the forex rates! it has pointed out that 
exchange conversion rates tdj be followed for a month, 
month itself. This is widely^accepted by the export' 
transparent, known well in advance and avoids administ 
fluctuations. 

As the bade is already following this rate for Customs s 
to grant approval to follow the Customs notified rat 
denominated tariff items into Iripian Rupees. 


SOR pres 

J nated In 
te notlfie 
of the Pi 


will also have to 
The amendment 
ty container and 
ve this ambiguity 
tkm is accepted . 
ry rotating to ICD 


ribes a provision 
S dollar terms in 
by the Reserve 
lie Sector Banks 


i dependin j on every day 
the Custor is notify foreign 
before the jeginning of the 
I import cor imunity as it is 
■five issues relating to daily 


iessment, 
for conv 


t has requested 
srsron of dollar 


Analysis: 

The issue of adoption of the exchange rate notified by the Customs for 
conversion of dollar denominated tariff into rupee terms hbs been e/ 
with in our earlier Order number TAMP/4/98-MISC dated '30 August 
some of the private terminals had ai that point of time preferred adopfic 
rate’ for conversbn purpose, ifiey expressed their wiUirfbness to s 
system approved for the major ports i.e. conversion of ddflar denomin 
Indian Rupees based on the ;|market buying rate notified by the Re 
India, State Bank of India or Its subsidiaries or any other mbtic Sector 
be specified from time to time.} This provision fe being tjpfformly apf 
major ports and the private termfbals. ' ) \ 


the purpose of 
iborately dealt 
2001. Though 
n of *Customs 
vitch over the 
ited charge to 
serve Bank of 
banks as may 
lied by all the 


Clause 2 . 19.1. of the revised tariff guidelines requires all dollar denorr mated tariff to 
be recovered in Indian Rupees] after conversion of charts in doilar terms into its 
equivalent Indian Rupees at the] market buying rate notified by the Re serve Bank of 
India, State Bank of India or its associates or any other Public Sector Banks as may 
be specified from time to time. ' [ j 

Since there is a specific guidelines in this regard and also 'recognising hat it is being 
uniformly implemented by all other major ports/ private tafrninals, no extra-ordinary 
circumstances are found to emerge in the instant case to peviate frorr the generaiiy 
accepted principle exclusively in the case of IGTPL. That bpfng so, the request of the 
IGTPL for adoption of Customs rate for the purpose of conversion is not accepted. 

As per item number (viii) under Schedule 2 - General, a premium @ 25% is to be 
levied over the applicable handling charges prescribed jrf Schedule 3 1- 'Gantry 
crane charge’ and Schedule 3.2 - ‘Charges for contained >handling equipment’ in 
case of handling hazardous cargo container / over dimensional containei s. 

It has requested that the 25% premium for hazardous‘cargo container / over 
dimensional containers should be made applicable on the Handling charge prescribed 
in Schedule 3.3 for transhipment containers also f I 
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Analysis: 

Revised tariff guidelines permit levy of 25% premium on handling charge in case of 
hazardous containers. The revised tariff guidelines, however, do not mention 
anything about levy of premium in the handling charge in respect of over dimensional 
containers. 

Some of the private terminal operators pointed out that handling an over dimensional 
container involves additional effort in comparison to handling a normal container in 
terms of manpower, requirement of special gears, etc., due to its over dimensional 
size. Recognising this fact, this Authority has prescribed a premium 25% in the 
handling charge for an over dimensional containers at par with the level applicable for 
hazardous containers in case of other private terminals like Visakha Container 
Terminal Pvt. Ltd., PSA SICAL Terminals Ud., and Chennai Container Terminal Ltd. 
Flowing from the position obtaining at the other private terminals, 25% premium on 
handling charge was prescribed at IGTPL for handling hazardous cargo containers as 
well as over dimensional containers also. 

The IGTPL has proposed to amend the said note by including levy of 25% premium 
prescribed in handling charges for transhipment of hazardous and overdimensional 
containers also. The revised tariff guidelines prescribe levy of premium for handling 
hazardous containers which is to be appTted for all categories of such containers. 
Since such a premium is levied on general import / export of hazardous or over 
dimensional containers, it may not be illogical to extend such levy in case of 
transhipments also. That being so, the proposed amendment to include Schedule 3 3. 
relating to composite handling charge for transhipment container in the said note for 
the purpose of levy of premium on the prescribed handling charge in case of 

hazardous cargo containers / over dimensional cargo containers is found to be 
appropriate and hence is accepted. 

(iv). The existing Note 6 of Schedule 3.6 states that the storage charges shall be 25% 
more under the respective slabs for hazardous container. It has requested to allow 
25% additional levy for over dimensional containers also and has accordingly 
suggested to modify the existing note. 

Analysis: ~ 

The revised tariff guidelines prescribe levy of 25% premium in storage charge on 
hazardous container but is silent with reference to over dimensional containers. It is 
relevant to mention that in the case of Visakha Container Terminal Private Limited, 
the operator had submitted that over dimensional containers occupy additional 
stacking space than a normal container and hence had proposed a premium of 300% 
over the applicable storage charge for over dimensional containers. In the absence 
of any cost details to justify the proposed premium and also recognising that such a 
premium was not prescribed in the SOR of the other private terminals nor did the 
revised tariff guidelines mention about it, this Authority has approved a premium of 
'• 25% for storage of over dimensional container at par with the level prescribed for 

hazardous containers. Based on the same analogy, this Authority accepts the 
amendment proposed by the IGTPL and extends the 25% premium on storage 
charge presantly applicable for hazardous container for over dimensional containers 
, also. 

3. It is further observed that note 5 under Schedule 3.6.- Storage charge prescribing a 

provision of its SOR relating to non accrual of storage charge for the period during which the IGTPL is 
not in a position to deliver/ ship the empty containers when requested by the user, inadvertently limits 
its application only to empty containers. The word ’empty" had been inadvertently included in one of 
our queries raised to the IGTPL in this regard at the time of processing of the earlier proposal. The 
word ‘empty* had, therefore, been maintained in the revised SOR proposed by the IGTPL and also in 
the SOR approved by this Authority. It is relevant to state that the provision at Note 5 should be 
applied in all cases where the IGTPL is not in a position to deliver / ship containers whether loaded or 
empty, at the request of the users. The word 'empty* is, therefore, deleted from note 5 under 
Schedule 3.6. of the approved SOR. 


THE GAZETTE QF INDIA: EXTRAORDIN. 


X. Ordjnarily, this Authority does not approve the r 

etrospective effect Even the revised; tariff guidelines also 
mplementation of the rates approved by this Authority. It is, I 
amendments made in the Scale of Rates are linked to the rates and 
aarlier Order and are more for removing th$ ambiguity existed therein 
effect to these amendments retrospective!^ from the effective date 
rhat being so, this Authority amends the SOR of IGTPL frorn the date 
>der notified in the Gazette of India oh 21 October 2005 and 
etrospective approval 



les and < 
emphas 


implerhen 
rf Implemei 
hould not 
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>ndttk>naHties with 
Is oh prospective 
pvant to note the 
ies approved in its 
ore, logical to give 
atkm of foe SOR. 
itation of its earlier 
be interpreted as 


i.1. In the result, and for the r 

if mind, this Authority approves the amend 


sons given above, and b< 
mts in the Scaled of Rates 


led on a collective application 
' the IGTPLJas In the Annex. 


.2. These amendments will jcome into effect retros f ectively frbm the date of 

npiementatfon of the Scale of Rates notifiecf| in the Gazette of India on 1 1 October 3005. 


L. BONG I *WAR, Chairman 
j [ADVT/IIEI y/143/2005-Exty.} 


AMENDMENT TO THE SCALE Of RATES OF IGTP|_ 
NOTIFIED IN THE GAZETTE OF INDIA ON 21 OffOBER 20- 

Delete the entry In Schedule Wharfage relating toiCD contai 
entries forlCD laden and emptyi containers as Mentionedibelow: 


Annex 


and insert new 


Particular 


Normal Contain 


Container Container Container 

not exceeding exceeding 


ceedlng 20 feet i 


40 feet in 


feet in length] length and 


length 



and upto upto 45 feet 
40 feet ! length 


1100.00 


173.25} I 231.00 



.95 138.60 


The existing Note number (vip) under Schedule 2 - General is substituted by the 
following: 

“(viii). Premium of 25% will be levied over the applicable handling c larges prescribed in 
Schedule 3.1, Schedule 3.2 and Schedule 3.3 for hazardous Cargo Container/Over 
dimensional Cargo Containers.” ], 

The existing Note number 6 under Schedule 3.6 Storage! Charge - is substituted by the 
fotlowing: 

“(6). For hazardous container and over dimensional container, the s torage charges shall 
be 25% more under the respective slab as given aboi/$.” 

i : 

The existing Note number 5 under Schedule 3.6 Storage Charge is substituted by the 
following: 

“(5). The storage shall not accrue for the period during wtyph the IGTIfL is not in a position 
to deliver/ship containers when requested by the user” 
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